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(1)  Kamini v. Chandra (I. L. R.  17 Cal. 373)
which softened the rigour of the kw as kid down
by the old Full Bench case of Kashinath v. Kshetra-
mani (9 W. R. 413) by recognising the rule that a
moral obligation of an ancestor would, on a descent,
ripen into a legal obligation affecting the estate
in the hands of the heir.

(2)  Mandakini v. Adinath (I. L. R. 18 Cal. 69}
which lays down an important rule relating to the
kw as to the divesting of estates on adoption.

(3)  Gur Baksh v. Jowahir (I. L. R. 20 Cal. 599)
which is perhaps the first case after Mahabir v. Mac-
naghten (I. L. R. 9 Cal. 656) to lay down that the
relationship of cause and effect between a proved
irregularity and a proved material injury, in a case
under Sec. 311 of the Code of Civil Procedure,
may be established in any manner recognized by
the Evidence Act.

(4)  Mahesh v. Sarada (IX. R. 21 Cal. 433) which
recognised the transferability of portions of Moku-
rari holding.

(5)  Abdul Mazumdar v. Mahomed Gazi (I. L. R.
21 Cal. 605) which recognised ,the maintainability
of a suit to set aside a sale in execution of a
decree on the ground of fraud in the decree.

(6)  Jogodanand v. Amrita (I. L. R. 22 Cal. 767)
in which he delivered the judgment of the Full
Court laying down the true principle rekting to
the retrospective operation of Statutes.

(7)  Queen Empress v. Kader (I. L. R. 23 Cal.
604) which contains an important pronouncement